18.

19.

20.

21

23.

Both the apartment complex owners and GTESW benetited trom the laving of GTESW
cable in its current location at the time of construction
Complainants did not install their own network cable at the ime the apartment complexes i~

question were constructed
STS providers have operated in Texas since 1984, and in GTE service territory since 1986

In newly constructed buildings where it has not already installed interbuilding cable, GTE
places a single demarcation point at the minimum point of entry at the owner's or her agents

request.

At the time of construction, GTESW will place demarcation points wherever the apartmen:

complex owner requests them.

The only terms and conditions in GTESW's General Exchange Tarff for placing the
demarcation point in multi-unit properties are contained in GTESW's STS tariff, which is

attached as Exhibit “A”.
GTESW's STS Tanff was approved on March 10, 1986 in Docket No. 6076.

GTESW's STS tanff, Section 44 Sheet 5 provides:
The Telephone Company shall terminate its Network Access Facilities at a murtualls

agreeable point of demarcation. The point of demarcation is the point of interconnection c?
4



25.

26.

27

28.

the local exchange company with the facilities and terminal equipment of the STS provider i~

a manner no different than that provided under Part 68 of the FCC Rules and Regulations

Both Complainants and GTESW agree that the phrase ‘mutually agreeable” should be giver
its ordinary business meaning, which is that both parties to a transaction must be satstiec
with the transaction. In most cases, mutually agreeable means a compromise of positions,

not the arbitrary imposition of one position over the other

The Complainants and GTESW have not been able to agree as to whether GTESW s
required to relocate multiple demarcation points to a single point after establishing multipie
demarcation points at the time of construction. The Complainants and GTESW also have nct
been able to agree on whether the relocation of the demarcation points would permit the

Complainants to jointly use, lease or purchase GTESW's previously installed network cable

The Complainants and GTESW have not been able to agree to the sale or lease of GTESWs

previously installed network cable in the properties in question.

In September 1992, GTE Telephone Operations adopted Demarcation Guidelines, GTEP
610-148-010, containing specific terms and conditions for placing demarcation points in
accordance with CC Docket No. 88-57. GTEP 610-148-010 is attached as Exhibit "B’
This document superseded GTESW's previous written demarcation guidelines which date

back to 1982.

The Complainants do not dispute that GTEP 610-148-010 is consistent on the whole with

FCC Rules or rulings



30.

31

32,

33

34

Neither complainants nor PUC staff contend that GTEP 610-148-010 is inconsistent with the
FCC Rules The Complainants contend that GTESW applies GTEP 610-148-010 in an
unreasonable and anticompetitive manner PUC staff recommends minor clanfications tc

GTEP 610-148-010 in Exhibit “C”

GTESW does not have a wnitten policy regarding whether it will relocate demarcation points

for the purpose of allowing use, purchase or lease of its existing network cable.

GTESW has not filed tarff amendments with the PUC to redefine the location of the
demarcation point on a customer's premises subsequent to the FCC's June 14, 1990 decision

in CC Docket No. 88-57.

GTESW did not file taniff amendments following the issuance of the order in CC Docket No
88-57 because it did not believe it was required to do so by law and because its existing tanff
requires it to comply with all FCC rules and regulations without any time limitations
GTESW did, however, modify its internal demarcation guidelines to comply with the order in

CC Docket No. 88-57.

The multiple demarcation points for the following apartment complexes are currently located
at the minimum point of entry where GTESW's network cable enters each building and not at
a single point at or near the property line: Deer Run, Crows Nest, Anchorage, Bridgeport and

Signature Point.

At Palms at South Shore Apartments, the demarcation point is located at a single point

negotiated between ResCom and GTESW
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36

37

38

39.

40.

41

MTS requested that GTESW scll the inter-building cable in the Decr Run Apartments in late
1993
[t took MTS and GTESW several months to evaluate numerous potential locations for the

placement of the miimum point of entry before thev located an appropnate site in late {994

GTESW is required to comply with the National Electric Code, which determines grounding

requirements for telephone wires.

There was never a written contract for the relocation of demarcation points or the sale of

GTESW's previously installed network cable at the Deer Run Apartments.

With respect to Deer Run, GTESW employees indicated to MTS representatives that
GTESW would negotiate with MTS to establish a mutually agreeable demarcation point and

that GTESW would consider selling its interbuilding cable to MTS as MTS had requested

Mr. Tee Weeks at GTESW notified MTS in January 1995 that a new manager, Mr Ron
Knight, had decided not to relocate the demarcation points and not to sell the interbuilding

cable at Deer Run Apartments.

In or around the second quarter of 1994, ResCom requested that GTESW relocate the
multiple demarcation points in the apartment complexes in question to a single minimum
point of entry (MPOE) in a switchroom so that it could jointly use, lease or purchase
GTESW's previously installed network cable from the demarcation point at its new locaticn
to each apartment building in question in order to provide telephone service to the apartment

tenants
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44.

45

46.

47,

48.

49

Complainants offered to share use of GTE's cable while GTE retained ownership of the cable

-

Complainants offered to pay GTESW for the cost of relocating the demarcation points

Complainants offered to purchase GTESW's cable in the above-listed properties.

With respect to the Palms at South Shore, an apartment complex in League City, Texas.
GTESW employees indicated to ResCom representatives that GTESW would negotiate with
ResCom to establish a mutually agreeable demarcation point and that GTESW would sell its

interbuilding cable to ResCom as ResCom had requested.

GTESW agreed on November 10, 1994, to relocate multiple demarcation points at the Palms
of South Shore Apartments to a single MPOE and sell the interbuilding cable at the

Apartments to ResCom at its depreciated value.

Subsequent to the Palms at South Shore agreement, GTESW and ResCom began negotiating
to relocate the multiple demarcation points and sell interbuilding cable for the Bridgepornt

Apartments in [rving, Texas.

ResCom installed a PBX at the Bridgeport Apartment Complex. Subsequently, negotiations

for the sale of the interbuilding cable on this property stopped.

On or about the beginning of December 1994, and approximately two weeks before ResCom

understood service was to be cut over in the Bridgeport Apartment Complex, GTESW
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51

53.

informed ResCom that it would not relocate the demarcation points or sell the interbuilding

cable to ResCom

-

ResCom was informed that GTESW had reevaluated its position on the relocation of
demarcauon points and sale of cable around earlv December 1994 and that there had been :
reorganization at GTESW and the person that had negotiated with ResCom would no longer

handle these matters.

On January 20, 1995, Mr. Ron Knight, General Manager-Network Construction, the person
at GTESW who is now in charge of GTESW demarcation and cable sale policy, met with
ResCom representatives and stated at that meeting that GTESW had driven a stake in the
ground on this issue. Mr Knight's explanation of this comment is that at the time of that
meeting, GTESW had not made its final determination as to whether it would agree 1o
relocate demarcation points for the purpose of allowing STS providers to use its previously
installed cable, or purchase the cable. Mr. Knight felt that he needed a stake or an "anchor”

in the ground before he went any further.

In that same meeting, Mr. Simons believes that Mr. Knight or other GTESW representatives
present at the meeting made the statement that GTESW "was not about to help any
competitor.” Mr. Knight does not believe he or any other GTESW representative made such

a statement.

In that same meeting, Mr. Knight believes that he proposed that GTESW and GE Capital
ResCom enter into a joint venture or a partnership arrangement in order to accomplish

mutually satisfactory goals. Mr. Simons does not believe Mr. Knight made such a proposal.
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57.

58.

59.

60

When ResCom representatives requested a copy of GTESW's internal guidelines concerning
placement of demarcation points, GTESW representatives replied that GTESW's guidelines

were propnetary and could not be provided to them

GTE's demarcation guidelines state that thev are for use only by GTESW employees and

approved contractors.

GTESW refused to relocate its demarcation point or sell its cable to Complainants in the
following properties in GTESW territory: Bridgeport Apartments, The Anchorage, Crow's

Nest, Signature Point, and Deer Run.

GTESW has not refused to provide Complainants with an additional demarcation point from

which they could build out their own network cable.

Complainants do not seek an additional demarcation point from which they could build out

their own network cable.
Complainants believe it is unnecessary and inefficient to incur the expense of building out
their own duplicate network cable from an additional demarcation point provided by

GTESW.

In August 1994, GTESW completed construction of OSP cable facilities within the Signature

Point Apartment Community in League City, Texas.

10
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63

6S.

66

67.

In December 1994, GE Capital-ResCom sent GTESW a letter cxpressing its desire to
intercept GTESW's cable and re-route it to GE Capital-ResCom's switch, which would

consist of a PBX on the property See December 1, 1994 letter attached as Exhibit "D"

The actual locatuon of the demarcation point(s) at the apariment complexes in question
affects the STS providers' ability to use GTESW's embedded network cable. Such use could

be upon sale, lease or joint agreement as Complainants offered

ResCom filed an informal complaint with the Commission's Consumer Affairs division on

February 21, 1995

ResCom and MTS filed this joint complaint on May 30, 1995.

Complainants contend that GTESW can recover its capital investment in the interbuilding
cable by selling it at its net book value. However, GTESW believes the inter building cable
has investment value to both GTESW and the Complainants as long as the cable is in

functioning condition.

Complainants contend GTESW could save maintenance expense associated with the

interbuilding cable if the same is sold to complainants. GTESW does not wish to be relieved

of this "expense.”

In Texas, Southwestern Bell and Sprint-United have worked with ResCom to relocate

demarcation points to a single, minimum point of entry.

11
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69

70.

71

72.

73.

74.

75.

ResCom's PBX installed at the Bridgeport Apartments is not in use because ResCom believe;
it should not have to incur the cost of installing its own duplicate network cable to provide

STS to potential customers when GTESW's network cable is already in place

[t would cost ResCom many thousands of dollars to dig trenches and lay duplicate cable :-

serve customers in the Bndgeport apartments.
MTS currently is not providing service to the Deer Run Apartments because it believes it
should not have to incur the cost of installing its own duplicate cable to provide STS to

potential customers when GTESW's existing network cable is already in place.

It would cost MTS approximately $50,000 to duplicate the cable facilities already in place at

the Deer Run Apartments.

To lay duplicate cable, Complainants would have to dig up landscaping and disrupt sidewalks

and parking lots which premises owners typically do not want.

Building duplicate interbuilding cable in multi-tenant buildings is 25 to 50% more costly to

the Complainants than rearrangement and use of existing cable.
These costs alone can dissuade competitors from entering the RMTS market. However,
GTESW does not determine the costs that will be incurred by complainants to build a

duplicate network cable or to use alternative technology to reach potential customers

ResCom has not installed another PBX in properties located in GTESW territory.

12
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79.

80.

81

Attached as Exhibit "E” 1s an e-mail message dated December 2, 1994 from Dawvid [saacs to
Jerry Eden regarding the potential sale of GTESW's outside plant cable Dawvid [saacs and

Jerry Eden are lower level employees than Ron Knight .

Exhibit "E" was transmitted dunng a penod of transition before Ron Knight Generai

Manager - Network Construction, had assumed full responsibility for his new position

Exhibit “E” was not addressed to Ron Knight or his predecessor and was neither requested
by Ron Knight or his predecessor Ron Knight had not seen Exhibit “E” pnor to the

discovery process in this Complaint proceeding.

The information in Exhibit “E” did not play a part in Ron Knight's decision not to seil or

allow the Complainants to use GTESW's previously installed network cable.

After assuming full responsibility for his new position, Ron Knight made a fresh inquiry into
whether GTESW was required to sell or allow third parties to use its outside plant cable
Having conferred with legal and executive officers of the company, Ron Knight concluded
that GTESW was within its legal rights to refuse to sell or allow the Complainants to use its

outside plant cable This decision was not based on any written internal guideline.

Prior to GTESW's decision to elect incentive regulation in September 1995, under
Subchapter H of PURA, the interbuilding cable affected by this complaint was included in
GTESW's regulated rate base.



84.

85.

86.

87

Prior to GTESW's decision to elect incentive regulation in September 1995, Subchapter H of
PURA, depreciation expense related to the cable plant affected by this complaint was

included in GTESW's regulated cost of service

Placing the demarcation point at a single minimum point of entry allows a single point of
interface between the property’s telecommunications system and the local exchange network,

rather than multiple points of demarcation and interface at different buildings on the property

Before Mr. Knight took over as General Manager, GTESW did not have a policy or practice
regarding the relocation of demarcation points to a single point at the property owners
request for purposes of allowing STS prowviders to use, lease or purchase GTESW's

previously installed network cable.

The following GTE representatives were involved in evaluating and tentatively agreeing to
relocate the demarcation points and sell the cable at Deer Run: Dolores Bennett (Marketing
Representative); Bruce Cole (Vice President, Sales), Dennis Meyers (Vice President -
Construction); Lydia Ramone (Marketing Representative);, John Apel (President). Messrs.
Cole and Meyers approved the business plan to tentatively sell the interbuilding cable at Deer

Run.
Larry Gaskin is Ron Knight's predecessor as General Manager-Network Construction.

GTE Telephone Operations Guidelines_are intended to apply to all GTE operating companies
nationwide including GTESW. Section 2.1 of GTEP 610-148-010 internal guidelines states
that: All elements of this practice must be adopted and implemented by all operating regions

and divisions, for all classes of network services, except for those locations where other

14
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90.

91

simple winng applications have been mandated through individual state regulator-

commission/agency rulings

[n California and Washington, GTE subsidianies have previously relocated demarcation poir::
to a single MPOE [n California, GE Capital ResCom dealt with GTE California. [nc -
Washington, GE Capital ResCom dealt with GTE Northwest, Inc. These two companies are
separate and distinct from GTESW and have no control over GTESW. Nor does GTESW
have any control over these entities. How these two separate GTE subsidiaries deal with
demarcation points would be subject to the laws of their respective states and the tanifs

applicable in those states.

GTE California, GTE Northwest and GTESW are subject to GTE Telephone Operations
policies in GTEP 610-148-010.

GTEP 610-148-010 does not incorporate a specific example of a situation where GTESW
has previously installed network cable that extends to each apartment building and where an
STS provider subsequently requests a relocation of the demarcation point solely for the

purpose of joint use or purchase of GTESW's previously installed cable.

Section 3.3.2 of GTEP 610-148-010 states that "The point of demarcation can be established

at the property line in cases where the owner desires it. Examples of cases in which it would

be appropnriate to establish the demarcation point at the property line are:

- A -college campus acquires federal funding that includes the cost of placing OSP
cabling throughout the campus.

- The owner refuses additional construction charges to provide network access to

marinas and campgrounds.”

15
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GTESW's written interpretation of its previous Demarcation Guidelines (that were

superseded by GTEP 610-148-010) contains the following question and answer

Question 10 Once the point of demarcation is established, can the customer request a re-
arrangement or an alternate location for the point of demarcation?

Answer.  Yes, however, once the point of demarcation is established any alteration or
modification to the point of demarcation will be at the customer's expense. GTESW will not
re-locate the point and/or points of demarcation without charging the customer for the
relocation expense. It must be noted that any alternate location must continue to be placed at

minimum point of entry.

This question and answer is not part of GTE's written demarcation practice GTEP 610-148-
010 that was adopted in September 1992. It was wnitten in September 1991 as part of a field
guide wrntten to specifically assist outside plant work force with implementation of FCC
Docket No. 88-57 However, GTEP 610-148-010 is not in conflict with the answers
provided in the 1991 document. When confronted with the issue for the first time, Ron
Knight, GTESW General Manager-Network Construction, established a policy of not
relocating multiple demarcation points to a single demarcation point at the request of STS
providers where the sole purpose would be to allow STS providers to use, purchase or lease
GTESW's previously installed cable. The Complainants were not aware and were never told
that GTESW was willing to relocate demarcation points for secunty reasons. Security issues

were not raised by either side during the negotiation process.

Signature Point Apartments were constructed and wiring was installed there in 1994

16
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97.

98.

99.

100.

101.

103.

GTESW's OSP interbuilding network cable at the apartment complexes in question has n<

been modified, rearranged or added to since it was intially instailed

The inside wire at the apartment complexes in question has been rearranged. modified :-

added to since 1t was tnitially instalted

Since Section 44, Sheet 5 was initially approved in 1986, GTE has had only the six requests

in this complaint to relocate demarcation points

The complainants do not propose to interconnect with GTESW's network facilities in 3

manner inconsistent with the technical requirements in Part 68 of the FCC's rules.

The FCC Rules do not prohibit muiltiple demarcation points located where GTESW';

network cable enters each apartment building.

The language in GTESW's STS tanff has not changed since 1986 when it was first approved

GTE's refusal to relocate the demarcation points as complainants request is not based on any
technical reasons or concern for nisk of harm to the public network if customers are allowed

to access embedded wire.

GTESW does not have a regular practice of selling or allowing third parties to use i3

previously instailed network cable.

GTESW's written demarcation practice does not address whether GTESW will sell its

previously installed network winng at apartment complexes.

17



104  GTESW:'s tanff in question does not address the sale of GTESW’s previously installed cable
to third parties

105 The parties agree to the admission of exhibits A through M
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Purpose

1.2

Filing
instructions
and
Supersedures

T s practice provices

« Specific guidance for establishing the demarcation point i accordance with
FCC Docket 88-57

* A uniform approsch 10 (abor and matenal accounting.

*  Guidelmes and procedures 1Or prepanng below-he-iine (BTL) work orders
and estimates associated with the nstaliation and mantenance of customer
Premises winng

¢ lo this prachce r nuMenca: arder N youwr GTE Teiephone Operations practices
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18 PractiCe supersedes and cancels:

+ Al policies. procedures. general Nstructions, letters, and memoranda which
accress Mis sudyect
Any document which Drowvides NFmMation contrary to the mformation
~nmamned n s practice
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1. General, co unued

1.3 ™ prachice was published by he GTE Telephone Operations Agministrative
ihili Ser 1ces Department For more mtomMation about tis practice. ~ontact the
nsibil o -
Respo rty He. Jquaners Qutside Piant Enc reernng Depaiment

1 4 ™ practice was prepared solety tor the use of GTE Telepnone Operations 1t

Disciaimer Mt be used only by ds emplgyees CONtraclors customers and end users, when
rsiiling. operatng marmaining and repairing GTE Telephone Operations
2gL pmem facimes and services Any other use of s praclice s forbidder The
me Maton Comaned 0 s Dractce May "o De apphcable n all crauwmstances
ANG § subject to change withou! notice By .sing Tus pracuice the user agrees
har 3TE Telephone Jperaucns «iil nave N .abiity 10 the extent permitted Oy
App cable law) tor any consequential. NCidenal special. or punitive damages
mar nay resuft

2. Overview

2.1 The “‘ederal Commumcations Commission (FCC) issued an order in

introduction Docr et 88-57 adopting rules for connection of simpie and complex winng to the
telepnone network. The 1986 GTE Business Policy on the demarcation of insige
wire was superseded by the FCC order; this practice conforns GTE to the
FCC -mandated procedures Al elements Of tus practice must be adopted and
impiemented by all operating regions and dmsions, for all classes of network
senvices, except for thaose locations where cther simple winng applications have
beer mandated through iNdividual state requiatory COMMIssIon/agency nulings

This jocument provides:

¢ Specific guidance for establishing the demarcation point in accordance wih
F2C Docket 88-57, i.a., the pontt of demarcation iS established at the
mIWTIAM POt of entry at all locatons axcept hose where local reguiatory
. XTYTUSSIONS/agencies overmuie the FCC

e 2 uniform approach to labor and material accounting.

¢  (Cuidelines and procedures for prepanng betow-he-line (BTL) work orders
and estimates associated with the nstallation and maintenance of customer
premises wing. These procedures detail the linkages and responsibilities of
e following above-the-line (ATL} and BTL organizations:

Network Provisionng
Network Engineenng
Busmess Services
Marketing and Sales
Special Senices

Issue | September ‘392 Page 3 ot 34 Practice 610-148-010



2. Overview, continued

2.2
Definitions

The ‘oilowing chan provides

prac e

gerna:nns for he adToNyms and terms yseag in this

Acronym or Term

Definnion

ADC Je-he-Line

A tem used 1o indiCate acuviies associated with

‘egulated tetephone Company-owred facities

ASF

Access Service Request

Je—

Bel w-the-Line

8IC 3

BO .

Reters 10 progucts and services that are not

‘egulated Nt includes nstallations and sales by
Premises Systems and Senvices (PSS) and the
Jerequiated customer-owned building wiing or

apling

Business Industrty Consutting Service

Busmness Office Center

BSi

Business Service Oroer

B8SC

Business Service Order Center

The owner Ot the dweliing or buiiding defined
under customer premises. (The building owner s
the owner of the customer prermuses.) The
buillding may be, but is NOt limited to, an
ndividual residencs, office building, business
compiax, shopping mail or center, sngie-unr
and/or muitiun Jocation, e,

Complax Wiring

All customer premises locations with more than
WO lines. These locations are usualty
associated with PBX, key system equipment, or
other services nciuding Centranet® anc/or
special services. Other names of complex winng

nciude Muasystem and Nside wye.

Customer Order Processing System

Customer Premises Equipment

An NGiViAUAl, business, or mterexchangs camer
that applies tor sennce from GTE. The customer
may Or may not be the dbuilkding owner or the
and-user of he service.

coetinued

Centranet® is a registered Tademark of GTE Service Comporation

RPracice B10- 148 -0

Dage & 1 Tl

issue ' September 1992
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oy
L . &

Definitions, Ac onym or Term

continued

Defintion

——

Tdomer Prerises

A

Des arcation pamt

A pullding Or legai unit of reai property (Such as a
oty an which 3 awelling unit 15 1ocated The cusio
mer Dremises May Or May not have a separate
orvsiCal Aagress associatea with the aweliing

ospateh Agmnistration Center

e powtt ot interconnection between lelepnone
Company communications faclmies and terminal

equipment, protective apparatus, of winng at a
CUSIOMer's premises

£

EC

Facity Admiustration Center

Federal Communications Commission

SGround Potermal Rise

~1gh Voltage

installation and Repar

irmes 1ostioning

nra walding Cable

1SOs

The placing of ATL equipment or facities on the

Tustomer side of the demarcation pomt.

~abtle of any sheath which runs from the
minmuUm powk of entry (demarcation pout on
New mnstaliations) to a distribution termunal. A
aistnbution tefmnal 1s usudily located on each
Aoor of &8 muitistory building. It the network
Jemarcation pont is at the distnbution temminal,
Ter Mmaintenance and rearrangement of this
-able is the responsiility of GTE on a reguiated
nasis i the network demarcation powt is at the
minUmUMm poat of entry, the mamtenance and
rearrangement of tus cable is the customer’s
responsibility.

imegrated Services Digrtal Network

Linesxeeper

The monthly sample winng mamtenance charge
atfered 10 sngie-line residential and business
customers only. 1t 1s not offered for winng
associated with B1s, key systems, or PBXs

Mechanzed Assignment Record Keeping system

Se il V- et

'ssue
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2. Overview,  ontinued

2:2 A
Definitions, Ac onym or Term Defintton

n
continued Mirmum Parr of Ertry Tre FCC defines micimum point of entry as

Either (1) the closest practical point 10 where
he winng Crosses a property ine. or (2) the
closest practicat point to where the winng enters
a mutti-unit buldng or buldings The teiegchone
COomPAany's reasonable and nondiSCrmMiNalory
stangard operaung practice snall determine
which of (1) or (2) shali apply. The telephone
company s Not preciuded from establishing
reasonabie classMicatnons of mutti-unt premises
for purpose of determminng which of (1} or (2)
apove shall apply
The powt ot muimurn entry 'or single-unit
IHCANONS 15

¢ 12inches from the protector
OR

e 12 inches from where the telephone cable
emers the customer’'s premises (where there
1$ NO protector)

M th-Unit Location A prerruses Or buildng occupied by more than
one customer. Mutb-unit locations nciude but
are not limited to:

* Residential.

¢ Commercial.

« Shopping centers and malls.
¢«  Campus emronments

¢« RV and maobile home parks.

¢« Mannas and campgrounds.
NOTE Network Charnnel Termninating Equipment

MNEC National Electrical Code

NESC National Electrical Safety Code

b atwork intertace Devce NIDV  an apparatus utilized 10 make the physical inter-
£ONNBCtion between telephone company-owned
racilities and customer-owned winng. A network
rtertace device is nstalied for each customer at
the poIm of gemarcation on a gong-forward
nasis. A GTE system standard and approved
iabel 18 placed upon the NID to identity the
Jemarcation poamt.

comnued)
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2. OVGI’V‘GW, ontinued

2.2 —
Detinttions. A onym or Term Definition

M won inted3oe Ak (NLD A .acx yhiized to make the pnysical
merconrection tetween telephone
Jampany-owned facihties ang customer-gwred
anng The FCC nas elirmirated the requirerment
Tar e rstomer Zunnedt sarple rside wire
rrough 4 lefeghcne company-prov.ged pivg and
4Ck arrangement a! he pornt ot demarcaton
L.ncal reguidtory agencies and/ofr jurnsaictions
may have aadmional rules on simpie winng
“here plugs and jacks are mandated by state
commissions. NiJs are mstalled as outlined
~hin each respective state arder in all other
states. the plug and jack arangement are not
rogtinely installed at simple winng locations
(GTE piacement of plug and jack arangements
fod compiex winng s unchanged

continued

Nerwork Temminating Wire Wire between the dismbution temminai on the
flaor and the fommer network interface or jack In
rstances where the PBX/key system bypasses
e distipution lermindl and connects at the
"RtwOrk Jemarcation pamt this wire 1S network
E#TUINANUNgG wire

TP outside Plam

Pr M Fraect Cortrol Memorandum

Peg Premises Systems and Services

R"l Agreement Hight-to-ise Agreement

51 nple Winng A customer premyses served by one of two lines
Tus refers 10 all one- and two-line telephone
wiINng (Nchuding associated jacks) on the
customer's side of the demarcation powt,
whether owned and instailed by the customer,
premises owner, agent, or local exchange camer

S gle-Unit Locauons 4 premmises or buiiding occupied by a single

IASlomer
55CC Hpecial Sernce Control Canter
¥ anc-Alone Winng Winng associated with instaliation of key

systems PBXs. or building winng alone. This
rype of service aoes Nat Nciude providing any
torm ot Network access Or senace and could be
provided in an out-ot-franchise area.

"M

L
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2. Ove rview, cuntinued

2.3
References

™e ollowing documens are reterenced in thas practice ang coutd be required

Of [ 2rformmung cenain reidted fasxs

For nformation About.

See...

13t 00 Protection ~ MoDiie Homas . nstalfation

Practice 435-305-200

SSC . - S1angarg Prowvisioning Process

Practice 440-000-01!1

-

Business Order Center Order Contro:

Practice 645-500-00!

i ama

Electncal Protection ot Telecormmuni»ation
Facifties Sernng Power Stations

Practice 887-000-070

620-000-004

Nat:onal Electncal Code
A les 770-33 and 250-71/B)

1990 Nauonal Elecrical
Coce

'EEF Standarg 487

Recommended practice
for he protection of wrre
ines for telecommunica-
tion facilities senicing
electncal power statons.

Ao purm Codes GTE Teiephone
Operations Standarg
Chart of Accounts
Norreguiated operations

Practice §10-148 -2
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J. Uemarcat on

3
Statement
of Position

32
Applications

sing torwdrd. GTE Telephore Jgerations pastion s to temminate egulated

arwork faciities at the mirimom point of ertry GTE estabirishes its pont of
2MArcalion within 12 inches Of as close as pracucal. 1o the network protecior

- en emenng single- or mult una premises cr N Me altematrve within 12 inches

as close as practical o Joussing he property ine Each pont ot demarzation

- all be clearly marked Dy aftixing approvea Jecals tor he lelepnone Comeany

71 customer Side of ine itertace device See Secton 3 37 STE will Zortrye 1o
Broanorerises winng as a 3TL service

£ PIHOWING SeCNs provide guidelires aro examples of spec:! ¢ acpHcalrons

i 4.1 Existing and New Single-Unit Locations

9

7"}»“

=
g

2 pont of demarcation for existing and new single-unit localions must
Be estabiished on the extenor ot the building at residential locatons

Be estabhshed on the extenor i the wmenor of the bulding at business
cCanons

Be established within ! ches or as Ciose as practical 10 the protector on
“ew .cCcatons

Rever 1o ~mttun 12 inches ¢ as close as practical to the protector on ex:sting
nCanons

+ network facity must be grounded In accordance with the National Electricai

12 (NEC) at the poim of Jermarcation

N{TE: The premises owner Is responsible for providing access to the

ground electrode. GTE locates the protector within 20 feet of the
AC power service ground and make comnections per National
Etectrical Code (NEC) Article 250-71(B). The grounding conductor
for the protector must be a maximum of 20 feet in length. The actuai
conductor length should be less than 20 feet, If possible. This GTE
specification is imposed in order t0 reduce the probability of
electrical shock.

Sev Exfubis 1-3 for examples ot establishing the demarcation for existing and
ney- sngle-unit locations.
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